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The most distinctive collectivist experiment in Australia
has been its compulsory arbitration and wage-fixing, designed
to achieve industrial peace and to stabilize standards of
living for industrial workers. In this elaborate structure
of state control not the least interesting fact is the attitude
of labour. In the nineties and at the turn of the century
Australian labour, like that of New Zealand, accepted and
in the main has since loyally continued to support compulsory
arbitration. In this respect Australian labour contrasts
sharply with labour in the rest of the English-speaking
world, notably in the United States and Great Britain,
where it was implacably hostile to state compulsion, although
willing enough to accept voluntary conciliation and arbitra-
tion.27 Such divergence of Australian thought from that
prevalent in the older and more mature English-speaking
countries came partly from the greater reliance upon state
action which was early fostered by the peculiar social and
geographic environment of the country, and partly from the
fact that labour first accepted compulsory arbitration when
it was weak, without funds, and smarting from severe defeats
in the industrial struggles of the early nineties. Arbitration
backed by the state was then welcome because it promised
security through coercion of employers, and ever since labour
has been reluctant to lose such security, despite the occasional
and vehement protests of its militant left wing. Moreover,
the politicians among labour soon discovered that a com-
pulsory law dealing with disputes helped to swell trade
union membership and hence to increase the driving power
of the political movement, while in turn the relatively quick
success of labour in politics made its industrial leaders
friendly to compulsory arbitration because they were con-
fident that the state would no longer be hostile. Labour in
England faced more political difficulties, and was slower in
political achievements. Hence it has been more suspicious
of state action and coercion.
^For attitude of British labour on this issue see A* G. B. Fisher, Some Prob-
lems of Wages and their Regulation in Great Britain Since 1918.
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